validity: content, construct, and criterion validity.
In an early and seminal paper on the validity of psychological tests, Cronbach and Meehl (1955) discussed various methods for experimentally investigating validity, particularly construct validity. One of their methods was the known-groups method. &dquo;If our understanding of a construct leads us to expect two groups to differ on the test, this expectation may be tested directly&dquo; (Cronbach & Meehl, 1955, p. 287 The known-groups method has been used only by a relatively small number of researchers (Ho-gan, 1975a (Ho-gan, , 1975b Pettegrew & Wolf, 1981; Rest, 1974 Rest, , 1976 Rest, , 1977 Rhoads & Landy, 1973; Smith & Apfeldorf, 1975) . Perhaps the most comprehensive use of the method has been by Rest and his coworkers (Rest, 1974 (Rest, , 1976 (Rest, , 1977 Rest, Cooper, Coder, Masanz, & Anderson, 1974) Glass, 1977 (Burrill, 1971; Gordon, 1973; Huck & Malgady, 1978 (Tukey, 1977) Step 2 The Euclidean distances between the means on the 12 POI scales across the 107 groups were input into the ALSCAL program (Young & Lewyckyj, 1979 Step 3 Independently of the above steps, a group of 26 staff and advanced students in education were presented with all possible pairings of the 10 groups (adults, disturbed persons, predisposed to encounter groups, postencounter groups, university students, college students, secondary students, fake &dquo;good,&dquo; criminals, and received training). They were asked to indicate their preference for one group over the other in terms of self-actualization, and also to indicate their view of the differences between the groups on a scale from 1 (hardly any difference) to 99 (completely different).
A nonmetric individual differences model was used to scale the 26 10 x 10 matrices. The scaled coordinates from the preferences of the 26 persons are presented in Table 2 . The correlation between the rank ordering from this sample and the rank order of the groups' mean coordinates from Step 2 was .79 (r = .86 for the actual coordinates). Only two groups are misplaced in order by three positions. The 26 persons classified adults as higher and criminals lower than the test results. Generally, the correspondence is moderately strong and gives the user much confidence in the POI as a discriminator on the trait of self-actualization.
Step 4 The coordinate values from the one-dimension Downloaded from the Digital Conservancy at the University of Minnesota, http://purl.umn.edu/93227. May be reproduced with no cost by students and faculty for academic use. Non-academic reproduction requires payment of royalties through the Copyright Clearance Center, http://www.copyright.com/ Step 2 were then clustered into four groups using a modification of the ISODATA procedure (Ball, 1970; Blashfield & Aldenderfer, 1978; Cooksey, 1982 Clearly, the clusters differ in terms of their degree Table 3 ) 101.9, 20.0, 23.1, 21.0, 18.8, 15.2, 14.4, 19.3, 12.6, 7.9, 18.7, 22.9 (Cryns, 1974) . The means were 74.4, 12.6, 16.6, 16.0, 14.0, 10.5, 7.5, 10.4, 9.9, 5.7, 12.9, 16 (Reddy, 1973) . Before attending the encounter groups, the administrators were classified into Group 2 (means: 88. 1, 17.8, 20.4, 20.5, 16.0, 12.9, 12.4, 17.4, 12.2, 7.6, 16.8, 18.9 
